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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This Office action is responsive to applicant's amendment filed May 25, 2006. 
Claims 1 1-34 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed in response to the rejections of claims 1 1-29 under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) or 103(a) as set forth in the prior Office action have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant's arguments on pages 14-17 of the current amendment are based on 
the claims as amended to overcome the prior rejections. New grounds for rejection 
based on the amended claims are set forth below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

The recitation, "selecting among a purality [sic] of languages a language to 
identification information the operation screen based on the user ID entered in said 
entering step." (emphasis added) This recitation is unclear. It would appear that 
applicant meant to indicate that a language appearing on the operation screen is 
selected, based the identification information entered in the entering step. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

6. Claims 11-21, 23-26, 28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent 5,818,606 (Muramatsu) in view of U.S. Patent 5,907,319 
(Hashimoto). 

Regarding claims 11, 12, 14, 15, 20, 21, 26, 28 and 29, Muramatsu discloses an 
image processing apparatus comprising: an input unit, adapted to input image data 
(image reading device IR (column 4, lines 3-10)); a processor, adapted to perform a job 
based on the image data input by said input unit (image data processing unit 20 
(column 4, lines 3-10)); an operation unit, adapted to display an operation screen for the 
job to be performed by said processor and accept a user operation based on the 
operation screen (operation panel OP (column 5, lines 24-38)); an entering unit, 
adapted to enter a user ID and machine group ID (ten-key pad 92 (column 5, lines 24- 
38; column 1 1 , line 54 - column 12, line 4), mode switch key 98 (column 5, lines 39- 
50)). Said input unit inputs the image data obtained by reading an image on a 
document (scanning optical system 10 (column 4, lines 3-10)). Said processor performs 
a sending job for sending the image data input by said input unit to a designated 
destination (user enters destination telephone number for facsimile transmission 
(column 11, lines 34-50)). 

Muramatsu does not disclose a controller, adapted to change parameters to be 
displayed on the operation screen of said operation unit based on the user ID entered 
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by said entering unit, the parameters being for processing the image data inputted by 
said input unit and being selectable by a user corresponding to the user ID entered by 
said entering unit, and change an arrangement of one key corresponding to a 
predetermined function for the job to be performed by said processor in the operation 
screen of said operation unit based on the user ID entered by said entering unit (In 
Muramatsu, the user ID is entered when the apparatus is in the copy mode, and copy 
operation is either allowed or prohibited based on the entered ID number (column 11, 
line 54 - column 12, line 4), but parameters of the copy processes are not changed). 
However, as mentioned in the prior Office action at page 3, the above controller is 
disclosed by Hashimoto (read Abstract; column 12, lines 26-60). One of ordinary skill 
would have recognized, in view of Hashimoto, that by providing for the changing of copy 
parameters based on user identification, users of different levels of skill may use the 
apparatus for copying documents, and a wider variety of copying operations may be 
provided, thereby enhancing the versatility of the apparatus. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teaching of Muramatsu by 
providing a controller for changing copy parameters based on user identification, such 
as disclosed in Hashimoto. 

Regarding claims 13 and 16-19, Hashimoto discloses wherein said controller 
controls the operation screen of a reading parameter for reading the image based on 
the user ID entered by said entering unit (Figs. 17 and 27; column 12, lines 61-65); what 
language is displayed on the operation screen (column 8, lines 45-63); the number of 
user selectable items to be displayed on said operation unit (Abstract; column 9, lines 
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10-21); the number of operation screens displayed, for instructing a predetermined job 
execution to be displayed on said operation unit (simple and standard (Abstract)); and 
said operation unit for displaying a common operation screen without a user ID being 
entered by said entering unit (column 10, lines 10-56). 

Regarding claims 23-25, the claims further recite the use of a card to enter the 
user ID and machine group ID; control of the operation screen corresponding to the 
user ID entered by said entering unit prior to being cleared, if the card is removed or a 
predetermined period of time elapses after the card is moved away. While these 
limitations are not disclosed in Muramatsu, Hashimoto, as mentioned on pages 3 and 4 
of the prior Office action, discloses entering the ID using a card (column 8, lines 53-66) 
and that after a predetermined time elapses the control unit clears the screen (column 
13, lines 14-19). The use of an ID card enables quicker entry of ID information than 
entry by means of pressing keys in Muramatsu, and further enables a user to use the 
apparatus without having to memorize his/her user ID. Furthermore, clearing the 
screen after a predetermined time elapses eliminates the need to manually clear the 
screen, thereby further saving time and effort. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
for one of ordinary skill in the art to further modify the teaching of Muramatsu by 
providing means for entering a user ID by using a card, as disclosed in Hashimoto. 
7. Claims 22, 27, 30-32 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Muramatsu in view of U.S. Patent 5,177,621 (Ohtaki) and U.S. 
Patent 5,535,120 (Chong). 
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Regarding claims 22 and 27, Muramatsu discloses an image processing 
apparatus comprising: an input unit, adapted to input image data (image reading device 
IR (column 4, lines 3-10)); a processor, adapted to perform a job based on the image 
data input by said input unit (image data processing unit 20 (column 4, lines 3-10)); an 
operation unit, adapted to display an operation screen for the job to be performed by 
said processor and accept a user operation based on the operation screen (operation 
panel OP (column 5, lines 24-38)); and an entering unit, adapted to enter identification 
information corresponding to a user (ten-key pad 92 (column 5, lines 24-38; column 1 1 , 
line 54 - column 12, line 4)). 

Muramatsu does not disclose a controller, adapted to select, from among a 
plurality of languages, a language used for a term to be displayed in the operation 
screen of said operation unit based on the identification information entered by said 
entering unit. 

Ohtaki discloses an image reading apparatus that includes a language button for 
changing the language on a display screen (column 59, lines 1-6). By providing such a 
button, a user who may not understand instructions on a display screen can still use the 
apparatus by selecting a language he/she understands. Furthermore, machines with 
this capability can be marketed in more countries without the need for further alteration. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teaching of Muramatsu by providing a means for changing the language on the display, 
as disclosed in Ohtaki. 
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The combined teachings of Muramatsu and Ohtaki enable a user change the 
language on a display screen by means of a language button. However, there is no 
indication that the language is changed in response to entry of user identification 
information. 

Chong discloses a machine translation system that translates input text to a 
language corresponding to a user ID (Abstract). While Chong does not deal specifically 
with translating screen instructions, the concept of changing a language based on 
identification information of a user is clearly taught. In view of Chong, one of ordinary 
skill in the art would have recognized the advantage of associating user identification 
with a preferred language, in that a user, by entering the user identification, does not 
have to press a button in order to find the language he/she wishes to use. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the combined 
teachings of Muramatsu and Ohtaki by providing a means for associating user 
identification with a preferred language, such as disclosed in Chong. 

Regarding claim 30, the use of languages including Japanese and English, while 
not explicitly disclosed in the prior art, would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art, for these languages are widely used in industrialized nations such as Japan 
and the United States. 

Regarding claim 31, Muramatsu discloses displaying a setting screen (liquid 
crystal touch panel 91 (Fig. 2)). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the touch panel so that a language can be set, since the touch panel is 
a well-known alternative to a button or set of keys for entering information, in general. 
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Regarding claim 32, Muramatsu discloses a plurality of terms selectable as a 
parameter for processing the image data inputted by said input unit (parameters shown 
in liquid crystal touch panel 91 (Fig. 2)). 

Regarding claim 34, Muramatsu discloses wherein said processor performs the 
job for sending the image data input by said input unit to a designated destination (user 
enters destination telephone number for facsimile transmission (column 11, lines 34- 
50)). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claim 33 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

9. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: No prior art has been found to disclose or suggest the sending of identification 
information to an external server, and the receiving of language information identifying 
the language used for the term to be displayed in the operation screen of said operation 
unit from the external server, wherein said controller selects the language identified by 
the received language information. 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas D. Lee whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7436. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 7:30-5:00, alternate 
Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on (571) 272-7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
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tdl 

August 4, 2006 



